THE WITNESS:  Yes, sir.

THE COURT:  Somebody else might use the face as a
reference point] isn't that true?

THE WITNESS:  Yes, sir.

THE COURT:  So if someone is using the face as a
reference point, they would come around 180 degrees from
if you were using the ventilating current of air as the
reference point as to location of the face equipment;
isn't that true?

THE WITNESS:  It would come out that way.

THE COURT:  It would come out that way, wouldn't it?
What do you mean, "could come out that way?" Wouldn't that
logically follow? Tell me how it would come out the same
if someone were to use toward the face as a reference and
someone were to use ventilating current of air?

THE WITNESS: Okay.

This welder here, irrespective of our point of
reference in our discussion, is still outby; it's outby this
face, outby this face.  In perfect, strict mining terminology,
this direction would be outby,

THE COURT: Would it also be outby the last open cross-
cut from the face?

THE WITNESS: yes, sir, geographically it would still
be outby the last open crosscut, because you are mining, in
this case, in this direction.

THE COURT: This is inby, that is outby the last open
crosscut geographically, and the standard doesn't make any
distinction, does It?

THE WITNESS: No, sir.

THE COURT:     Then how is  there a violation here?

THE  WITNESS:     Because anything in return air must  be
permissible  constuctlon  [sic],   75.507,   sir.

THE COURT:     75.507?

Well  then,   why didn't you  cite 507  in this  case?

1834833issued it was, in fact, the welder
